Sear rowsrd, 4/19/77 

*« aaii I have a 4/15 letter i'zm a Cayt. Coarwl* of i«a?ai A nveetieatiVB 

oamioa. With it ha forward k few records having to do with Oswald atH bit discharge. 

n e ^- ction tilth this is other ocwiteut that x found izL^er££ti?igt* 

**& letter to vosuvsli is «a«lAm£» I as seeding- the records eetteretuly, sasber 
'»ith a few on a* fir a* the A? or without. I’ve forgotten if I sade a cow" for you. 

If I have fiot I caa. og s©nsatioas. 

IsMle w dt not yet have our era copier the n inglta vs have boon loaned Easaa it a 
brave new world. Jq dan iii? copies off now and at raaoh loss (innedlatoi) cost. So I 
an koapin.,'-: the on finals intent scd I*ffi filing a asriced ret under Oswald, ^eriaes. 
\Seaprate copy aads for Ji,,) 


I ajr. not taking- tine nos for a eono on those pages nor &is I vritins you about 
them. Bather would I have your independent opinion. 

Shssfi are aam g the records 2 'a getting because the OIA tens finally figured out 
iK t0 p° sy slle dn ciaei TO SQlA request in part duplicated by thoee 
or uinera. t if sending r&eords aroufed for deterrinations on rc-ie&eabiiity. So thsre 
£ay b© E»re; - 

Ijiie Ju3t happens to coincide with the FBI doing the sane t’-irv with 
relotinr to s®. * 


Vn tur* you’ll agree that 
bade to il &vy. 


did not rstfer ala. its li&vy record# ji un. hi&i 


^ 3 -' r ' J nw? r - ? - — 2 rvjuast of the Xavy that does include all its records. 

I coals iiviico ease points aeout Cornell’s letter but I don’t know if titoy aro now 
worth it. iv y request was not for Karren ^ascisslos ©cords only. 

ire these records not lAren to the Oesasiaelon by any g&tooy? 

Did any ever qualify for ««y withholding* 
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